
COMMONWEALTR OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In the Matter of: 

CASE NO. 
89-231 

APPLICATION OF CINCINNATI BELL 1 
TELEPHONE COMPANY TO INTRODUCE 
COIN TELEPRONE MESSAGING ACCESS 1 
SERVICE 

O R D E R  

This matter arising upon petition by Cincinnati Bell 

Telephone Company ("Cincinnati Bell") filed September ll, 19898 

pursuant to 807 KAR 5:001, Section 7, for confidential protection 

of a cost study submitted in support of its application on the 

grounds that public disclosure is likely to result in competitive 

injury to Cincinnati Bell, and it appearing to this Commission as 

follows: 

Pursuant to a request: by the Commission, Cincinnati Bell has 

filed a cost study in these proceedings to support the tariff 

rates proposed in its application. As grounds for its petition, 

Cincinnati Bell states that this cost study contains information 

pertaining to its methodologies, revenue requirements, 

forecasting, and other financial details that are unique to 

Cincinnati Bell and its operation and that dieclosure of the 

information would cause Cincinnati Bell competitive injury. The 

application does not state how disclosure of the information could 

be used by competitors of Cincinnati Bell to its detriment. 



007 KAR 5r001, Section 7, protect8 the information a0 

oonfidential only when it ir ertablirhed that dirolorure ir likely 
to oauee rubrtantial competitive harm to the party from whom the 

information war obtained. In order to ratirfy these requirementr, 

the party olaiming confidentiality muet demonrtrate actual 

oompetition and the likelihood of rubotantial competitive injury 

if the information ir dieclored. Cincinnati Bell'r petition doer 

not demonrtrate how dirolorure ir likely to caure it rubrtantial 
harm, and therefore, the information ir not entitled to protection 
from dirclorure. Thir Commirrion being otherwire sufficiently 

advieed, 

IT I8 ORDERED that: 

1. The petition by Cincinnati Bell for confidential 

protection of the coat rtudy shall be held in abeyance to allow 
Cincinnati Bell to rupplement ita petition with a statement 

retting forth, with specificity, its rearone for believing that 

dimclosure of the information rought to be protected will cauae 

the company rubrtantial competitive injury. 

2. If ouch rtatement ir not filed within 10 daya from the 

date of thir Order, the petition for confidentiality rhall, 

without further Order8 herein, be denied. 
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Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, thir 22nd day of S e p t d e r ,  1989, 

PUBLIC SERVICE COwcI1BSIO)I 

ATTEST t 

Executive Director 


